
 
December 5, 2021 

 
Mr. Tomas Torres 
EPA Region 9  
Water Division Director  
75 Hawthorne Street 
Mail Code:  WTR-1 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
 
Dear Director Torres: 
 
We write regarding the City of Douglas, Arizona’s proposed West Douglas Water and 
Wastewater Collection Expansion project and related request for funding from the Project 
Development Assistance Program (PDAP) for planning and design for water and sewer 
infrastructure.   
 
An award of this PDAP funding will enable the City of Douglas to subsequently compete for a 
Border Environment Infrastructure Fund (BEIF) grant to construct this critical water and sewer 
infrastructure project to the benefit of the City, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Cochise 
Community College, and the new commercial port of entry in the City of Douglas.  
 
The new commercial port is vital to the City’s growth and will spur economic development on 
both sides of the border; connecting the port’s facilities to the City’s sewage and water systems 
will help ensure its long-term future and assist Customs and Border Protection with its day-to-
day operations.  
 
In accordance with all existing rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, we respectfully request 
you give the West Douglas Water and Wastewater Collection Expansion project proposal full 
and fair consideration as you make this important funding decision. Thank you.  
 
 
      Sincerely, 
 
 

      
Kyrsten Sinema      Mark Kelly 

U.S. Senator       U.S. Senator 

      
 
 



 

  
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 
75 Hawthorne Street 

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901 
 OFFICE OF THE 
 REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 
 
 
 
 
The Honorable Mark Kelly 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC  20510 
 
Dear Senator Kelly: 
 
Thank you for your letter of December 5, 2021, requesting for the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) to consider funding the West Douglas Water and Wastewater Collection 
Expansion project proposed by the City of Douglas (City). 
 
EPA, the North American Development Bank (NADB), and the City recently celebrated the 
completion of the Bay Acres Wastewater Collection System and Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Expansion project, which leveraged a $7.5 million grant from EPA’s Border Water Infrastructure 
Program (BWIP) with over $12M in funding from the U.S. Department of Agriculture and the 
Water Infrastructure Finance Authority of Arizona (WIFA). In addition to expanding the City’s 
overall capacity, the project helped eliminate 96,000 gallons per day of inadequately treated 
wastewater and provides service to 342 homes previously relying on septic tanks and cesspools.  
 
Pertaining to the proposed West Douglas Water and Wastewater Collection Expansion planning 
and design project, EPA encourages the City to submit the project through the BWIP competitive 
process, administered by NADB.  The NADB has reached out to the City to discuss possible 
funding opportunities that include EPA’s BWIP and WIFA. EPA looks forward to working with 
the City to address critical water and wastewater infrastructure needs.  
 
If you have any questions or if I can be of further assistance, please contact me at (415) 947-
8702 or via email at guzman.martha@epa.gov, or refer your staff to our Congressional Liaison, 
Sonam Gill, at (415) 972-3380 or via email at gill.sonam@epa.gov. 
        
       Sincerely, 
        
 
 
       Martha Guzman 
       Regional Administrator 
 
cc: Renata Manning-Gbogbo, Grant Financing Department Director, North American 
Development Bank 



 
 
 

 
January 10, 2022 

 
 

The Honorable Michael Regan   The Honorable Michael Connor 
Administrator      Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 

U.S. Environmental Protection Administration U.S. Army 
Washington, D.C. 20460    Washington, D.C. 20310 

 
 
Dear Administrator Regan and Assistant Secretary Connor, 
 

We write regarding the request made by the Environmental Protection Agency and the U.S. 
Department of the Army for stakeholders to submit nomination letters to the agencies to 
potentially be selected for one of ten geographically focused roundtables to discuss potential 
changes to the definition of “waters of the United States” under the Clean Water Act. We ask 

that you give full and fair consideration to a proposal submitted by the Arizona Department of 
Environmental Quality (ADEQ), which will provide a diverse group of Arizona stakeholders 
with the opportunity to have a voice in this important discussion. 
 

Arizona is a young, and fast-growing state which is located in an arid climate where rainfall is 
sparse and many rivers and streams in the state experience only intermittent, or ephemeral, 
flows. As Arizona faces historic drought conditions, our state has taken stringent measures to 
protect critical water supplies without sacrificing historic growth. These factors mean Arizona 

will be uniquely impacted by regulatory changes to redefine “waters of the United States” or 
WOTUS. 
 
The most recent proposed federal rule revising the WOTUS definition mentions Arizona 14 

times, more than any other state. The question of whether ephemeral streams, dry washes, and 
irrigation ditches are considered waters of the U.S. has significant implications for a variety of 
Arizona stakeholders, including local governments, farmers, landowners, and conservation 
groups. And over the past six years, Arizonans have experienced firsthand the regulatory 

whiplash that comes from changing definitions of WOTUS. For example, the Navigable Waters 
Protection Rule, which was finalized in 2020, redefined WOTUS in a way which changed the 
way more 90 percent of Arizona waterways are regulated.  
 

Arizonans have a vested interest in ensuring that EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers identify 
a scientifically-backed, commonsense definition of waters of the U.S., which can stand the test of 
time. To ensure these perspectives are heard as the agencies begin this process, ADEQ has 
assembled a diverse panel of Arizona stakeholders, from conservation groups, industry, and local 

governments, to speak to the importance of establishing commonsense regulations for waters of 
the United States under the Clean Water Act. 
 



In accordance with all existing rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, we respectfully request 
that you give the ADEQ roundtable proposal full and fair consideration as you make this 
importance decision. 

 
Sincerely,  

A       
Mark Kelly     Kyrsten Sinema 
United States Senator    United States Senator 
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March 3, 2022 
 
The Honorable Mark Kelly 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C.  20510 
 
The Honorable Krysten Sinema 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C.  20510 
 
Dear Senators Kelly and Sinema: 

Thank you for your January 10, 2022, letter concerning funding remediation efforts at Superfund sites in 
Arizona with appropriations from the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL), formally known as the 
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA). The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) shares your 
enthusiasm for, and commitment to, the successful implementation of this major piece of legislation, and 
I look forward to the opportunity to discuss this and other important environmental issues with you 
directly in the near future.  
 
As you know, the BIL provides additional resources, including $3.5 billion for the Superfund Remedial 
program. EPA has been working to identify priorities for the BIL’s infusion of Superfund money and 
will be dedicating the vast majority of the $3.5 billion to remedial construction projects and long-term 
response projects at National Priority List (NPL) sites. This will maximize the waiver of the state cost 
share requirements for funding Superfund cleanups otherwise applicable pursuant to the original 
Superfund law, known as CERCLA. In addition, BIL funds for remedial construction will enable EPA to 
dedicate more of its annually appropriated funds and/or funds available from Superfund tax revenues for 
other crucial Superfund activities, including remedial investigations, feasibility studies, remedial 
designs, and community involvement activities.  

In Arizona, EPA Region 9 and our partners at the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality are 
evaluating NPL sites currently under investigation and/or ready for remedial action to determine which 
could benefit from BIL funding. While some of the sites in Arizona may not be eligible for Superfund 
infrastructure funds at this time, they may be eligible for BIL water funds, and EPA has been 
encouraging local agencies to apply for those opportunities. Throughout this process, EPA Region 9 will 
continue to coordinate with our state and local partners to best use BIL funding.  

You also inquired about certain federal facilities in Arizona, including Luke Air Force Base, Williams 
Air Force Base, and Yuma Marine Corps Air Station. The EPA allocation of BIL funding is not being 
utilized at Department of Defense sites.  However, the Department of Defense the existing Defense 
Environmental Restoration Program that funds much of this ongoing work.     
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In your letter, you also requested that EPA Region 9 examine whether a portion of the Superfund 
allocation could be used for remediation efforts at abandoned uranium mines on the Navajo Nation. At 
this time, EPA is planning to use those funds for National Priority List projects.  

Thank you for your support of this monumental effort and your dedication to the people of Arizona. 
EPA Region 9 looks forward to utilizing the resources provided in the BIL to address Superfund sites 
across Arizona more expeditiously. I would very much like to set up a meeting with you at a convenient 
time to introduce myself and discuss this and other EPA-related issues. Our Congressional Liaison, 
Sonam Gill, will be in touch with your staff to pursue such a meeting. She can be reached at 415-972-
3380 or via email at gill.sonam@epa.gov. I can be contacted at 415-947-8702 or via email at 
guzman.martha@epa.gov. I look forward to our continued coordination and cooperation. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Martha Guzman 
Regional Administrator 

mailto:gill.sonam@epa.gov
mailto:guzman.martha@epa.gov


 
 
 

January 10, 2022 
 

The Hon. Michael Regan 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20460 
 
Dear Administrator Regan: 
 
 I was pleased to see that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced a $1 
billion investment on December 17 to fund cleanup and remediation efforts at 49 Superfund sites 
with funding appropriated under the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA). As you 
know, the IIJA was a strong bipartisan effort that I led to address our nation’s pressing 
infrastructure needs, which includes the backlog of Superfund sites that require the EPA’s 
attention.  
 
 As the EPA considers how to apportion the remaining $2.5 billion for Superfund sites 
allocated to the agency under the provisions of the IIJA, I ask that the EPA consider funding 
remediation efforts at Superfund sites in Arizona. EPA lists 14 Superfund sites in Arizona. 
 

This includes, for example, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and EPA 
report that volatile organic compounds (VOCs), including trichloroethene, are migrating from 
grounds of the former Motorola 52nd Street plant in Phoenix past the boundaries of the current 
Superfund site. The concentrations of these VOCs exceed the maximum contaminant levels for 
human exposure. Other Superfund sites in Arizona are: the Apache Powder Co., Asarco Hayden 
Plant, Cyprus Tohono Mine, Hassaympa Landfill, Indian Bend Wash Area, Luke Airforce Base, 
Williams Air Force Base, Mountain View Mobile Home Estates, Nineteenth Avenue Landfill, 
Phoenix-Goodyear Airport Area, Tucson International Airport Area, Yuma Marine Corps Air 
Station, and the Iron King Mine.  
 
 In addition, I request that the EPA examine whether a portion of the Superfund allocation 
could be used for remediation efforts at abandoned uranium mines on the Navajo Nation. Over 
500 abandoned uranium mines continue to pose health and safety risks from radiation exposure 
to the Navajo people. As you know, the Superfund provisions of IIJA require the Administrator 
to “consider the unique needs of Tribal communities with contaminated sites where the 
potentially responsible parties cannot pay or cannot be identified.” We believe this language 
demonstrates clear Congressional intent that, as funding decisions are made, the needs sites like 
the abandoned mines on the Navajo Nation must be clearly taken into account. 
 

In accordance with all existing agency rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, we 
respectfully ask that you give this proposal full and fair consideration. Thank you for your 
consideration. 



 
 
Sincerely, 
 

      
Kyrsten Sinema      Mark Kelly 
U.S. Senator       U.S. Senator 
 



February 2, 2022

The Honorable Joseph R. Biden, Jr. 
President
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear President Biden: 

We appreciate your focus on accelerating government-wide efforts to prevent and respond to 
per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) that threaten our health and the environment. We 
encourage you to provide detailed funding plans for a broad range of agencies and programs in 
your budget request to Congress for Fiscal Year 2023 to address the scale and scope of the 
challenges presented by PFAS. 

PFAS chemicals have emerged as widespread contaminants affecting thousands of communities 
across the country, causing significant concern for those drinking contaminated water or facing 
significant exposures through their work or military service. These chemicals, which persist in 
the environment and accumulate over time, have been used for decades in a wide variety of 
consumer products, various industrial applications, firefighting foam and the personal protective 
equipment firefighters wear on the job, presenting numerous pathways of exposure.  

The prevalence of PFAS combined with the adverse health impacts associated with exposure—
including developmental effects, changes in liver, immune, and thyroid function and increased 
risk of some cancers—requires a comprehensive approach. Specifically, we ask that your budget 
request include dedicated funding to close gaps in data and research to better inform responses 
and drive innovation. Second, we urge prioritization of regulatory work necessary to enhance 
protections for public health and the environment. Finally, we encourage robust funding to 
support ongoing testing and cleanup of existing contamination nationwide. 

Our nation’s response to PFAS must be guided by sound science. The budget should invest in 
research that will: 

 Advance scientific understanding of exposure pathways, toxicities, health and 
ecological impacts. The budget request for the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
should support research priorities outlined in the PFAS Strategic Roadmap,1 including 
increasing understanding of PFAS exposures and toxicities, human health and ecological 
effects and effective interventions. Additionally, the ongoing efforts of the National 
Science and Technology Council to develop a National Emerging Contaminant Research 
Initiative2 and update its plan for addressing critical research gaps related to emerging 
contaminants in drinking water3 should inform budget requests for research activities at 

1 United States Environmental Protection Agency. (2021). PFAS Strategic Roadmap: EPA’s Commitments to Action
2021-2024. Retrieved from https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2021-10/pfas-roadmap_final-508.pdf. 
2 As required by Sec. 7342 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (P.L. 116-92). 
3 As directed by Congress in the joint explanatory statement accompanying Division B of the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2021 (P.L. 116-260). 

https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2021-10/pfas-roadmap_final-508.pdf


the National Institutes of Health (NIH), EPA, the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS), 
National Science Foundation (NSF), National institute of Standards and Technology 
(NIST) and other federal agencies. The budget should also support ongoing efforts to 
evaluate PFAS exposure on human health like the multi-site PFAS health impacts study 
being undertaken by the of Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and 
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR).4 The budget should also 
prioritize better utilization of data collected through the Department of Defense’s (DoD) 
PFAS blood testing program for DoD firefighters5 and provide blood testing to current 
and former service members—and their families—who served at one of the more than 
600 military installations confirmed to have PFAS contamination. Additionally, studies at
the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) looking at specific 
risks of chemical manufacturing workers, firefighters and other occupations and work at 
NIST to identify risks to firefighters from PFAS in their protective gear are critical to 
addressing specific risks to our first responders and other critical workers. Efforts to 
develop guidance and provide physician education on best practices for caring for 
patients with PFAS exposure should also be supported, including the ongoing partnership
between the Department of Health and Human Services and the National Academies of 
Science, Engineering, and Medicine.  

 Accelerate development of tools and technologies to clean up and ultimately destroy 
PFAS. As contaminated sites are cleaned up and PFAS containing materials are phased 
out of use in firefighting foams, more needs to be done to accelerate technologies to test, 
treat and ultimately fully destroy PFAS so that disposal does not simply transfer harmful 
substances from one medium to another—a practice that too often adds environmental 
burden to already disadvantaged communities.  

 Promote transitions to safer materials. In addition to using federal procurement to 
prioritize purchasing products without added PFAS, the budget should support innovation
in finding suitable replacements for essential items such as personal protective 
firefighting equipment and firefighting foam.

Our regulatory framework must also catch up to the risks posed by PFAS. Accordingly, we 
request that the budget include sufficient funding and staffing to:

 Undertake and expedite regulatory work outlined in the EPA’s PFAS Strategic 
Roadmap. The EPA needs sufficient funds and staff to establish drinking water 
standards, establish a framework to hold responsible parties accountable and undertake 
other regulatory actions to reduce PFAS pollution into the air, soil and water. This work 
should emphasize increasing engagement with representatives from communities most 
impacted by PFAS pollution to promote partnership in addressing PFAS contamination 
across the nation and facilitating access to clear, easy to understand information for the 
general public.

 Address PFAS in agriculture, the food supply and consumer products. The United 
States Department of Agriculture (USDA) and Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

4 As established by Section 316(a)(2)(B)(ii) of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2018 (P.L. 
115–91) and extended by Section 342 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2022 (P.L.117-81).
5 Inspector General, U.S. Department of Defense. (2021). Evaluation of the Department of Defense’s Actions to 
Control Containment Effects from Perfluoroalkyl and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances at Department of Defense 
Installations (Report No. DODIG-2021-105). Retrieved from https://media.defense.gov/2021/Jul/23/2002809965/-
1/-1/1/DODIG-2021-105.PDF. 
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have important roles in protecting consumers from undue risk from PFAS in the food 
supply and products like cosmetics. 

 Facilitate the end of use of PFAS-containing firefighting foam at airports, local fire 
departments and military installations. The budget should prioritize necessary research
and regulatory updates, including a new firefighting foam military specification, to 
ensure the military and civilian airports transition away from the use of fluorinated 
aqueous film-forming foam (AFFF) as required by Congress.6 

Finally, we urge the budget request to support monitoring, testing, cleanup and support for 
impacted parties. Specifically, we encourage the budget request to: 

 Support PFAS monitoring and sampling in water and wildlife. The budget should 
support USGS efforts to sample for PFAS in estuaries, lakes, streams, springs, wells, 
wetlands, and soil nationwide, as well as work to understand groundwater vulnerability.  
The budget should also support research through the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration’s National Sea Grant College program into the prevalence, transportation,
accumulation and effects of PFAS within coastal waters.

 Ensure the DoD can meet testing requirements and accelerate cleanup activities. 
Congress has required DoD to establish a PFAS task force, complete testing at DoD and 
National Guard installations within two years, develop a proposed schedule for PFAS 
remediation and report on the status of cleanup at 50 PFAS sites nationwide.7 The budget 
should significantly increase funding for testing and cleanup activities to address the 
needs of the nearly 700 sites with known or suspected contamination from PFAS as 
required by the Fiscal Year 2022 National Defense Authorization Act, while ensuring the 
timely buyout of contaminated lands and dispersal of relocation assistance authorized in 
the FY 2020 NDAA. This work should emphasize increasing direct outreach and 
engagement with impacted communities on and around affected installations. We also 
request that the budget include cost estimates for future PFAS investigation and cleanup, 
including their scope and any limitations, as recommended by the U.S. Government 
Accountability Office (GAO).8 

 Prioritize implementation of funding for PFAS and emerging contaminants under 
the bipartisan Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act. Congress provided a total of 
$10 billion to address PFAS and other emerging contaminants through the Drinking 
Water State Revolving Fund, the Clean Water State Revolving Fund and the EPA’s small
and disadvantaged communities program that includes a critical state response to 
contaminants program. We encourage your budget request to prioritize implementation of
these funds, including providing technical assistance, information sessions, grant 
workshops, as well as extensive advertising and outreach to ensure states, tribes and local
entities are aware of and can fully participate in opportunities to address PFAS and other 
emerging contaminants provided by the bipartisan infrastructure law.

 Support funding for agricultural producers harmed by PFAS contamination. The 
budget should support robust funding to help monitor and detect PFAS in the food 

6See Section 332 of the Federal Aviation Administration Reauthorization Act of 2018 (P.L. No. 115-254) and Sec. 
322 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2020 (P.L. 116-92). 
7 See Subtitle D of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2022 (P.L. 117-81).
8 United States Government Accountability Office. (2021). Firefighting Foam Chemicals: DOD is Investigating 
PFAS and Responding to Contamination, but Should Report More Cost Information (GAO-21-421). Retrieved from 
https://www.gao.gov/assets/gao-21-421.pdf.
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supply. Many farmers, producers, and growers, at no fault of their own, have found 
alarmingly high levels of PFAS in their food products. Therefore, the budget should also 
take into consideration the financial support that farmers, producers, and growers need 
when they are forced to remove their products from the commercial market. Existing 
programs like the Dairy Indemnity Payment Program have been a lifeline to farmers 
across the country who have been forced to remove milk and cattle from the commercial 
market due to PFAS contamination.

We look forward to working with you to meet the promise of providing all Americans clean air, 
clean water and safe food, free of harmful chemicals. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Jeanne Shaheen
United States Senator

Susan M. Collins
United States Senator

Richard Blumenthal
United States Senator

Jack Reed
United States Senator

Angus S. King, Jr.
United States Senator

Christopher A. Coons
United States Senator

Dianne Feinstein
United States Senator

Kirsten Gillibrand
United States Senator
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Sheldon Whitehouse
United States Senator

Jacky Rosen
United States Senator

Margaret Wood Hassan
United States Senator

Patrick Leahy
United States Senator

Amy Klobuchar
United States Senator

John Hickenlooper
United States Senator

Elizabeth Warren
United States Senator

Catherine Cortez Masto
United States Senator

Gary C. Peters
United States Senator

Chris Van Hollen
United States Senator
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Debbie Stabenow
United States Senator

Mark Kelly
United States Senator

Ben Ray Luján
United States Senator

Tammy Baldwin
United States Senator

Alex Padilla
United States Senator

Ron Wyden
United States Senator

Richard J. Durbin
United States Senator

Cory A. Booker
United States Senator

Bernard Sanders
United States Senator

Tina Smith
United States Senator
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Raphael G. Warnock
United States Senator

Martin Heinrich
United States Senator

Edward J. Markey
United States Senator

Thomas R. Carper 
United States Senator

Kyrsten Sinema
United States Senator
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 March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Jeanne Shaheen
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Shaheen:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Susan M. Collins 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Collins:
                 
Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Richard Blumenthal 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Blumenthal:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Jack Reed 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Reed:
                 
Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Angus S. King, Jr. 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator King:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Christopher A. Coons 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Coons:
                 
Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Kirsten Gillibrand 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Gillibrand:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Sheldon Whitehouse 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Whitehouse: 

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Jacky Rosen 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Rosen:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Margaret Wood Hassan
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Hassan:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Patrick Leahy
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Leahy:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Amy Klobuchar 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Klobuchar:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable John Hickenlooper 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Hickenlooper: 

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Elizabeth Warren
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Warren:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Catherine Cortez Masto
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Masto:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Gary C. Peters 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Peters:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Chris Van Hollen 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Van Hollen:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Debbie Stabenow 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Stabenow: 

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Mark Kelly 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Kelly:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Ben Ray Lujan 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Lujan:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Tammy Baldwin 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Baldwin:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Alex Padilla 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Padilla:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Ron Wyden 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Wyden:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Durbin:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Cory A. Booker 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Booker:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Bernard Sanders 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Sanders:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Tina Smith 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Smith:
                 
Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Raphael G. Warnock
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Warnock:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Martin Heinrich 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Heinrich:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives.

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Edward J. Markey 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Markey:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Thomas R. Carper 
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Carper:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer



March 25, 2022 

The Honorable Kyrsten Sinema
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Sinema:

Thank you for your letter on February 2, 2022, to President Biden about FY 2023 President’s Budget 
funding levels associated with responding to per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances. I am pleased to 
respond to your letter with respect to the programs of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

Although the EPA is unable to comment on the budget request until it is submitted to Congress, we 
appreciate your request. The agency continues to prioritize addressing the public health threat posed by 
PFAS exposure. The EPA’s approach is guided by the agency’s October 2021 PFAS Strategic Roadmap, 
our whole-of-agency approach to tackling PFAS that sets timelines by which the EPA plans to take 
concrete actions during the first term of the Biden-Harris Administration to deliver results for the 
American people. As part of this commitment, the agency will request appropriate funding to continue 
fulfilling the goals set out in our comprehensive strategy around researching, restricting, and 
remediating PFAS to protect public health and the environment from the risks of PFAS. Additionally, 
through the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act, the EPA was appropriated $10 billion to help 
communities test for and clean up PFAS and other emerging contaminants in drinking water and 
wastewater. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me, or Ed Walsh in my office at Walsh.Ed@epa.gov or (202) 564-4594, 
should you have further questions or would like to set up a meeting to discuss the EPA’s FY 2023 
President’s Budget Request for PFAS initiatives. 

Sincerely, 

Faisal Amin 
Chief Financial Officer

            



 
May 19, 2022 

 

Radhika Fox 

Assistant Administrator 

Office of Water 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20460 

 

Dear Assistant Administrator Fox: 

Since 1974, the Safe Drinking Water Act (“SDWA”) has protected the health and safety of 

many Americans through the funding and regulation of public water systems. However, over 

eight million Americans still lack access to safe drinking water today1. As we continue to pass 

legislation to benefit the American people, we must use every tool at our disposal to ensure that 

all Americans, including those in the most vulnerable and water-stressed communities, can turn 

on a tap in their home and drink safe water. 

Small public water systems that serve rural and remote locations are the most likely to 

experience SDWA water quality violations- and these are also communities that lack the 

funding, personnel, and time to plan, build, and maintain water system improvements. Equally 

dire are the many households who are not connected to public water systems at all, and instead 

are forced to rely on trucked water, bottled water, or unsafe private wells. Incumbent EPA 

programs, including the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (“DWSRF”), are only structured 

to serve public water systems, therefore excluding these households. 

Arizonans have experienced drinking water contamination for years. These natural and 

manmade contaminants more frequently impact small public water systems serving less than 

3,000 residents. In the Seventh Congressional District, 23 water systems currently have SDWA 

violations and 22 of those serve less than 1,500 people2. In the Second and Third Congressional 

districts, the toxin polyfluoroalkyl (“PFAS”) was discovered in local water systems, thought to 

have originated from wells located in an EPA-deemed superfund site. This discovery left 60,000 

residents without drinking water3. Across the state, 195 out of the 205 public water systems are 

in similar position, and collectively they serve over 200,000 residents4. It is quite apparent that 

existing EPA programs are failing these communities.  

 
1 Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO) EPA– Drinking Water Systems 
2 Ibid. 
3 Dwyer, D. & Ebbs, S. & Yoo, J. (2021, August 10) ‘Ticking Time Bomb: PFAS chemicals in drinking water alarm scientists over health risks. ABC News. 

https://abcnews.go.com/US/ticking-time-bomb-pfas-chemicals-drinking-water-alarm/story?id=79300094 
4 Enforcement and Compliance History Online (ECHO) EPA– Drinking Water Systems 



In their analysis of the American Community Survey, DigDeep and the U.S. Water Alliance 

found that Native Americans were the most likely to face water access issues: 58 out of every 

1,000 Native American households lack complete plumbing, as opposed to three out of every 

1,000 white households5. For EPA to fulfill its mandate and ensure all Americans have access to 

safe drinking water, we respectfully request the agency utilize existing flexibility in programs to 

make sure that the rural, remote, and most water stressed aren’t left behind, which includes 

utilizing alternative water sources such as distributed drinking water technologies. 

The 1st Congressional District includes the Navajo Nation, the Hopi Tribe, and the Gila 

River Indian Community and has an overall Native American population of 25%, the largest of 

any Congressional District. Today, 48% of homes on tribal land across the country do not have 

access to reliable water sources, clean drinking water, or basic sanitation6. Many Tribal 

communities live with tap water contaminated with toxic arsenic or bacteria, and in homes 

without running water. As many as 30 to 40% of people living on the 27,000-square-mile Navajo 

reservation lack access to running water, forcing many to turn to windmill-powered wells7. A 

study found 12% of the unregulated water sources on the reservation exceeded federal drinking 

water standards for uranium or other radioactive contaminants, with one source showing uranium 

at 20 times higher than the limit8. 

Congress’s investment in expanded water programs is aimed at addressing drinking water 

access for underserved communities. However, traditional solutions such as extending 

infrastructure from miles away have created permitting and execution problems that too often 

prevent projects from ever being built.  

Over the past decade, distributed water technologies have matured. These technologies now 

allow underserved communities to access drinking water more cheaply and quickly than 

traditional service line projects. Including such technologies (such as distributed water and 

atmospheric water harvesting) in the launch of new drinking water programs will allow existing 

communities to fully reap the benefits of these technologies. For example, the Navajo Nation has 

provided a clean drinking water supply to over 500 remote homes by instead using atmospheric 

water harvesting technology, providing a 91.8% cost savings over traditional water line 

extension project. Furthermore, this project was completed in 6 months, versus the proposed 10+ 

years it would have taken to extend the service lines to every home.  

To fulfill the promise of the SDWA, flexibility and consideration of new solutions like these 

will ultimately protect the health of more Americans and finally fulfill our obligation to provide 

clean, reliable, and affordable drinking water. It is our understanding that EPA has enough 

flexibility within existing programs and the aforementioned proposed programs to utilize 

distributed drinking water technologies. We respectfully request your assistance in ensuring that 

 
5 DigDeep & US Water Alliance. (2019). Closing the Water Access Gap in the United States. https://www.digdeep.org/close-the-water-gap 
6 Democratic Staff of the House Natural Resources Committee. (2016). Water Delayed is Water Denied. 

https://naturalresources.house.gov/imo/media/doc/House%20Water%20Report_FINAL.pdf 
7 Ibid. 
8 Ibid. 



the deployment of distributed water solutions are eligible under these programs, in order to close 

the equity gap for rural communities, Native American communities, and communities of color. 

Thank you for the consideration of this request in accordance with all applicable rules, 

regulations, laws, and guidelines.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 
Ruben Gallego 

Member of Congress 

 

 
Tom O’Halleran 

Member of Congress 

 

 
Mark Kelly 

U.S. Senator 

 

 

 
Kyrsten Sinema 

U.S. Senator 

 
Greg Stanton 

Member of Congress 

 

 
Ann Kirkpatrick 

Member of Congress 

 
Raúl Grijalva  

Member of Congress 

 



 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

 
 

June 23, 2022 
 
 OFFICE OF 

AIR AND RADIATION 
 
 
The Honorable Kyrsten Sinema  
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
 
Dear Senator Sinema: 

 
Thank you for your letter of May 26, 2022, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA) thanking EPA for working with the Maricopa County Air Quality Department (MCAQD) 
to develop flexible rules to modernize the generation of Emission Reduction Credits (ERCs) under 
the New Source Review permitting program. Your letter also requests that EPA continue to work 
with Maricopa County to finalize our review of Rules 204 and 205. The Administrator asked that 
I respond on his behalf. 

 
Both rules 204 and 205 would allow for the generation of ERCs through non-traditional 

strategies and require careful review to ensure they meet Clean Air Act requirements. Rule 204 
would allow for the electrification of private truck stops or the upgrading of on-site mobile 
equipment to generate ERCs. Rule 205 would authorize the generation of Mobile ERCs by 
retrofitting diesel or gasoline powered vehicles to electric or lower emitting vehicles.  
 

EPA is committed to completing timely review of Rule 204, which was submitted as part 
of proposed revisions to the MCAQD’s State Implementation Plan (SIP). EPA is prioritizing this 
review and plans to issue a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking to provide public notice on our 
proposed decision on this SIP revision in the fall. Regarding Rule 205, EPA is actively working 
with MCAQD as it prepares a draft of this rule. This summer we understand that MCAQD plans 
to hold a stakeholder meeting to seek comment on this draft prior to beginning a formal rulemaking 
process in late summer/early fall. We expect to receive a SIP revision regarding this rule by the 
end of the year.  

 
We remain committed to assisting MCAQD in identifying and implementing innovative 

solutions to address their air quality concerns.  
 
Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your 

staff may contact Karen Thundiyil in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at thundiyil.karen@epa.gov or (202) 564-1142.  
 

     Sincerely, 
 
 
 
     Joseph Goffman 
     Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 



 
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 
 
 

June 23, 2022 
 
 OFFICE OF 

AIR AND RADIATION 
 
 
The Honorable Mark Kelly 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
 
Dear Senator Kelly: 

 
Thank you for your letter of May 26, 2022, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA) thanking EPA for working with the Maricopa County Air Quality Department (MCAQD) 
to develop flexible rules to modernize the generation of Emission Reduction Credits (ERCs) under 
the New Source Review permitting program. Your letter also requests that EPA continue to work 
with Maricopa County to finalize our review of Rules 204 and 205. The Administrator asked that 
I respond on his behalf. 

 
Both rules 204 and 205 would allow for the generation of ERCs through non-traditional 

strategies and require careful review to ensure they meet Clean Air Act requirements. Rule 204 
would allow for the electrification of private truck stops or the upgrading of on-site mobile 
equipment to generate ERCs. Rule 205 would authorize the generation of Mobile ERCs by 
retrofitting diesel or gasoline powered vehicles to electric or lower emitting vehicles.  
 

EPA is committed to completing timely review of Rule 204, which was submitted as part 
of proposed revisions to the MCAQD’s State Implementation Plan (SIP). EPA is prioritizing this 
review and plans to issue a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking to provide public notice on our 
proposed decision on this SIP revision in the fall. Regarding Rule 205, EPA is actively working 
with MCAQD as it prepares a draft of this rule. This summer we understand that MCAQD plans 
to hold a stakeholder meeting to seek comment on this draft prior to beginning a formal rulemaking 
process in late summer/early fall. We expect to receive a SIP revision regarding this rule by the 
end of the year.  

 
We remain committed to assisting MCAQD in identifying and implementing innovative 

solutions to address their air quality concerns.  
 
Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your 

staff may contact Karen Thundiyil in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at thundiyil.karen@epa.gov or (202) 564-1142.  
 

     Sincerely, 
 
 
 
     Joseph Goffman 
     Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 

 



 
 

 
 

May 26, 2022 
 
The Honorable Michael Regan  
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency  
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC 20460 
 

Dear Administrator Regan, 

We are writing to thank the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for working with the 
Maricopa County Air Quality Department to develop flexible rules to modernize the generation 
of Emission Reductions Credits (ERCs). Having rules in place with options for public and 
private entities to generate ERCs will provide much-needed certainty for the region’s continued 
economic development, with the benefit of cleaner air.  

As you know, the Clean Air Act places an absolute cap on industrial source pollution in non-
attainment areas. To maintain a cap on pollution, certain increases in emissions from major 
industrial sources must be offset by emission reductions from other sources. Companies are 
required to comply with these offsets through ERCs, which is increasingly difficult as the 
traditional methods have been exhausted in Maricopa County. This situation is particularly acute 
with respect to ozone non-attainment, as many of the major industries planning to expand and 
locate in the County are technology related and require offsets for ozone precursors.  

For this reason, Maricopa County developed and submitted Rule 204 to the EPA which would 
allow for nontraditional sources to generate ERCs, such as electrification of private truck stops 
or the upgrading of on-site mobile equipment. This rule was submitted over two years ago and is 
still pending review by the EPA. It is our understanding that Maricopa County has also been 
working with EPA to develop a rule (draft Rule 205) to authorize the generation of Mobile ERCs 
that would be obtained by retrofitting diesel or gasoline powered vehicles to electric or lower 
emitting vehicles.  

In a recent letter to Maricopa County, EPA staff indicated that they successfully worked with 
Intel Corporation to overcome the challenge of identifying offsets for their recent expansion. We 
are encouraged to hear about EPA’s willingness to collaborate with Maricopa County and Intel 
Corporation to proactively find innovative solutions to generate ERCs. We ask that you continue 
working with the county on Rule 204 and draft Rule 205 to provide similar opportunities to all 
companies looking to expand or relocate to Arizona. 

Arizona is a growing state that is leading the nation in job development and innovative 
technologies. We hope that the EPA will continue to work cooperatively with Maricopa County 
to identify and implement innovative solutions that result in the reduction of ozone pollution 
while also opening the door to critical economic development and job creation.  



 
 

 

In accordance with all existing agency rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, we respectfully 
ask that you give this request full and fair consideration. 

 
Sincerely, 
 

        

Kyrsten Sinema     Mark Kelly 
U.S. Senator      U.S. Senator 
 



 

 

 

 

July 1, 2022 

  

 

The Honorable Michael S. Regan    The Honorable Michael L. Connor 

Administrator       Assistant Secretary of the Army, Civil Works 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency   U.S. Department of the Army 

Washington, DC 20004     Washington, DC 20310 

 

 

Dear Administrator Regan and Assistant Secretary Connor:  

 

We write today regarding the regional roundtables hosted by the Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) and the Army Corps of Engineers’ (Corps) to understand stakeholder experiences 

and challenges in implementing the definition of “waters of the United States” (WOTUS) under 

the Clean Water Act. 

 

We appreciate that EPA and the Corps sought to use the roundtable process to understand the 

geographic differences between states and regions, which must be considered when developing an 

enduring WOTUS definition. For instance, in Arizona and other states located in the arid 

southwest, there are many ephemeral features that remain dry for most of the year that could be 

regulated under a revised definition of WOTUS. We understand that many of these issues were 

discussed in significant detail at the roundtable hosted by the Arizona Farm Bureau on June 2, 

2022. 

 

As EPA and the Corps continue work to develop an enduring WOTUS definition, we ask that you 

ensure that the thoughtful, detailed comments provided to the agencies during these regional 

roundtables are incorporated into any current and future rulemaking being considered by the 

agency. We understand that there has been confusion among stakeholders regarding the purpose of 

these regional roundtables, and the role they will play in the rulemaking process.  

 

It is crucial that the process the Agencies use to inform any update of the regulatory definition of 

WOTUS is transparent to the public. Accordingly, we respectfully ask that the Agencies provide 

the following documents and written responses to the following questions: 

 

1. Will the feedback provided via the regional roundtables be documented within the federal 

register?  

2. How will EPA and the Corps utilize the feedback received from the roundtable within the 

agency’s ongoing work to evaluate the definition of WOTUS?  

3. If EPA and the Corps promulgate additional proposed rules related to the definition of 

WOTUS, will you commit to ensuring that the notice and comment is structured to solicit 

stakeholder feedback from different states and geographic regions? 

 



Thank you for your leadership, and your commitment to ensuring that any current or future rules 

related to the WOTUS definition adequately account for the unique needs of states like Arizona. 

We look forward to your response. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

       
Kyrsten Sinema    Mark Kelly 

U.S. Senator     U.S. Senator 

 

 



August 4, 2022

The Honorable Michael S. Regan
Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Regan:

We appreciate the Environmental Protection Agency’s announcement on June 15th regarding the 
availability of the first $1 billion of a total of $5 billion provided in the bipartisan infrastructure 
law to specifically address per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) and other emerging 
contaminants in small and disadvantaged communities. As you work to develop final guidance 
for states, tribes and territories interested in applying for these funds, we write to reiterate our 
intent for this funding to be available for a wide array of projects and activities to address PFAS 
contamination in small and disadvantaged communities, including allowing for states to provide 
assistance to residents whose private wells are impacted by contamination of underground 
drinking water sources. We further encourage you to provide states flexibility and guidance on 
evaluating their underlying criteria for determining which communities are disadvantaged to 
ensure that those facing disproportionate impact from PFAS contamination may receive 
assistance through this program.  

The small and disadvantaged communities program includes a specific authorization for state 
response to contaminants,1 which helps address contaminants that are present in public water 
systems or underground sources of drinking water that potentially present a threat to people’s 
health. During Senate consideration of the Drinking Water and Wastewater Infrastructure Act 
(DWWIA), we worked to ensure this program could be implemented appropriately to cover more
places affected by drinking water contamination from PFAS, arsenic and other substances that 
threaten public health.2 The underlying DWWIA legislation also made important improvements 
to the overall small and disadvantaged communities program authorized under the Safe Drinking
Water Act to allow for programs for household water quality testing and to allow for assistance 
that directly and primarily benefits the disadvantaged community on a per-household basis.

During negotiations on the bipartisan infrastructure bill, which incorporated the Senate-passed 
DWWIA legislation, we specifically included $5 billion for the small and disadvantaged 
communities program and its state response to contaminants program to meet the scope of the 
challenge. Our intent in providing this significant influx of funds was to reach more Americans, 
including those who rely on private wells, and ensure their water is safe from contamination. It is
crucial that this funding be executed with the appropriate flexibility not only to support public 
water systems but also to help address contamination for those who rely on private wells. 

1 42 U.S.C. 300j–19a(j)(1)
2 “SA 1461 – 117th Congress (2021-2022): DRINKING WATER AND WASTEWATER INFRASTRUCTURE ACT OF 2021--
Resumed; Congressional Record Vol. 167, No. 74.” April 29, 2021. S2321-S2322. 



With an estimated 23 million people or more nationwide relying on residential wells, it is 
important that the historic investments in safe drinking water help all families. We look forward 
to working with you on this important issue. 

Sincerely,

Jeanne Shaheen
United States Senator

Susan M. Collins
United States Senator

Angus S. King, Jr.
United States Senator

Gary C. Peters
United States Senator

Mike Rounds
United States Senator

Mark Kelly
United States Senator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

 
 
 

November 17, 2021 
 

 
 OFFICE OF 

AIR AND RADIATION 
 
 
The Honorable Kyrsten Sinema 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
 
Dear Senator Sinema: 
 

Thank you for your letter dated October 5, 2021, to the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) Administrator, Michael S. Regan, regarding EPA’s proposed action to rescind the Clean 
Data Determination for Yuma, Arizona, for the 1987 24-hour national ambient air quality standard 
for particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to a nominal 10 micrometers 
(PM10). 

 
Your letter references EPA’s Exceptional Events Rule, which establishes procedures and 

criteria for identifying and evaluating air quality monitoring data affected by exceptional events 
and criteria for requesting data exclusion. For a high wind dust event to qualify as a natural event 
under the Exceptional Events Rule, the state must show that the windblown dust is entirely from 
natural undisturbed lands in the area or that all anthropogenic sources are reasonably controlled. 
We encourage the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality to consult with the EPA Region 
9 office using the initial notification process outlined in the Exceptional Events Rule to determine 
whether PM10 monitoring exceedances in the Yuma area have been influenced by exceptional 
events. Please note that the comment period for this proposed rule (published at 86 FR 29219 on 
June 1, 2021) was reopened until November 18, 2021.  We are including your letter in the docket 
for this proposed rulemaking. 

 
Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your 

staff may contact Karen Thundiyil in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at Thundiyil.Karen@epa.gov or at (202) 564-1142.  
 
      Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
      Joseph Goffman 
      Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 
  



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

 
 
 

November 17, 2021 
 

 
 OFFICE OF 

AIR AND RADIATION 
 
 
The Honorable Mark Kelly 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
 
Dear Senator Kelly: 
 

Thank you for your letter dated October 5, 2021, to the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) Administrator, Michael S. Regan, regarding EPA’s proposed action to rescind the Clean 
Data Determination for Yuma, Arizona, for the 1987 24-hour national ambient air quality standard 
for particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to a nominal 10 micrometers 
(PM10).  

 
Your letter references EPA’s Exceptional Events Rule, which establishes procedures and 

criteria for identifying and evaluating air quality monitoring data affected by exceptional events 
and criteria for requesting data exclusion. For a high wind dust event to qualify as a natural event 
under the Exceptional Events Rule, the state must show that the windblown dust is entirely from 
natural undisturbed lands in the area or that all anthropogenic sources are reasonably controlled. 
We encourage the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality to consult with the EPA Region 
9 office using the initial notification process outlined in the Exceptional Events Rule to determine 
whether PM10 monitoring exceedances in the Yuma area have been influenced by exceptional 
events. Please note that the comment period for this proposed rule (published at 86 FR 29219 on 
June 1, 2021) was reopened until November 18, 2021. We are including your letter in the docket 
for this proposed rulemaking.  

 
Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your 

staff may contact Karen Thundiyil in EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at Thundiyil.Karen@epa.gov or at (202) 564-1142.  
 
      Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
      Joseph Goffman 
      Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator 
 



 
 
 

October 5, 2021 
 
The Honorable Michael S. Regan 
Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
 
Dear Administrator Regan, 
 
We are writing to inquire about the proposed action of the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) to rescind the Clean Data Determination for Yuma, Arizona.  
 
Over the past 30 years, the Yuma area has taken steps to reduce Particulate Matter (PM) 10 
emissions. Agriculture Best Management Practices have been developed, distributed, and widely 
adopted by Yuma-area growers because the agriculture industry is essential to the economic 
vitality of the community. Agriculture is the largest industry in Yuma, providing a $3.2 billion 
economic impact to the Arizona economy, and accounting for nearly 25 percent of the jobs in 
Yuma.  
 
According to the National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Particulate Matter, “an exceptional 
event is an uncontrollable event caused by natural sources of particulate matter or an event that is 
not expected to recur at a given location. Inclusion of such a value in the computation of 
exceedances or averages could result in inappropriate estimates of their respective expected 
annual values. To reduce the effect of unusual events, more than 3 years of representative data 
may be used.” An example of an exceptional event is a “Haboob,” an intense sandstorm or dust 
storm caused by strong winds, where sand and dust are often lofted as high as 5,000 feet. These 
types of storms are commonplace in Yuma. 
 
The exceptional events exception is meant to help control data between different areas that may 
vary drastically in climate and weather, and to determine the impact of factors outside of the 
population’s control.  
 
Upon review of the information submitted by the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality 
(ADEQ), Yuma’s exceedance of the 24-hour national ambient air quality standard (NAAQS) 
occurred during high wind events. Other than high wind events, the Yuma Area would not have 
exceeded PM10 thresholds. 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Therefore, we respectfully request ask that the EPA review the monitor data from 2018-2020 and 
determine if any of these high wind events would qualify to develop an Exceptional Events Rule 
(EER) exemption. Without a Yuma EER for high wind events, the area will continue to exceed 
the standard due to issues beyond their control. This exemption will also give more accurate data 
for future consideration. Finally, I ask that you share your findings with the appropriate offices in 
the State of Arizona, including the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality and the 
Governor of Arizona.  
 
In accordance with all existing agency rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, we respectfully 
ask that you give this proposal full and fair consideration. Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely,  
 

      

Kyrsten Sinema       Mark Kelly 

U.S. Senator       U.S. Senator 

 



 

 

 

 

July 1, 2022 

  

 

The Honorable Michael S. Regan    The Honorable Michael L. Connor 

Administrator       Assistant Secretary of the Army, Civil Works 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency   U.S. Department of the Army 

Washington, DC 20004     Washington, DC 20310 

 

 

Dear Administrator Regan and Assistant Secretary Connor:  

 

We write today regarding the regional roundtables hosted by the Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) and the Army Corps of Engineers’ (Corps) to understand stakeholder experiences 

and challenges in implementing the definition of “waters of the United States” (WOTUS) under 

the Clean Water Act. 

 

We appreciate that EPA and the Corps sought to use the roundtable process to understand the 

geographic differences between states and regions, which must be considered when developing an 

enduring WOTUS definition. For instance, in Arizona and other states located in the arid 

southwest, there are many ephemeral features that remain dry for most of the year that could be 

regulated under a revised definition of WOTUS. We understand that many of these issues were 

discussed in significant detail at the roundtable hosted by the Arizona Farm Bureau on June 2, 

2022. 

 

As EPA and the Corps continue work to develop an enduring WOTUS definition, we ask that you 

ensure that the thoughtful, detailed comments provided to the agencies during these regional 

roundtables are incorporated into any current and future rulemaking being considered by the 

agency. We understand that there has been confusion among stakeholders regarding the purpose of 

these regional roundtables, and the role they will play in the rulemaking process.  

 

It is crucial that the process the Agencies use to inform any update of the regulatory definition of 

WOTUS is transparent to the public. Accordingly, we respectfully ask that the Agencies provide 

the following documents and written responses to the following questions: 

 

1. Will the feedback provided via the regional roundtables be documented within the federal 

register?  

2. How will EPA and the Corps utilize the feedback received from the roundtable within the 

agency’s ongoing work to evaluate the definition of WOTUS?  

3. If EPA and the Corps promulgate additional proposed rules related to the definition of 

WOTUS, will you commit to ensuring that the notice and comment is structured to solicit 

stakeholder feedback from different states and geographic regions? 

 



Thank you for your leadership, and your commitment to ensuring that any current or future rules 

related to the WOTUS definition adequately account for the unique needs of states like Arizona. 

We look forward to your response. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

       
Kyrsten Sinema    Mark Kelly 

U.S. Senator     U.S. Senator 

 

 





 

 

February 15, 2023 

 

The Honorable Michael Regan 

Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

 

Dear Administrator Regan:   

  

I am writing to request a status update on actions taken by the Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA) to utilize $1 billion from the Tronox settlement for the cleanup of abandoned uranium 

mines on the Navajo Nation.    

  

During the Cold War, the nuclear arms race resulted in a mining boom for uranium on the 

Navajo Nation.  Between 1944 and 1986, nearly four million tons of uranium ore were extracted 

from Navajo lands.  Today, these lands are no longer mined for uranium but approximately 500 

mine sites were left abandoned, which puts tribal communities, lands, and water at risk of 

contamination.  The Navajo National Environmental Protection Agency (NNEPA) documented 

homes and water sources with elevated levels of radiation and arsenic that exceed public health 

limits under the Safe Drinking Water Act.  One NNEPA study found that kidney disease and 

lung cancer rates doubled on the Navajo Nation between the 1970s to the 1990s as a result of 

these legacy mines.  

  

In 2014, the EPA recovered almost $1 billion under the Tronox litigation settlement to cleanup 

approximately 50 legacy mines on the Nation.  EPA’s Ten-Year Plan to Address the Impacts of 

Uranium Contamination in the Navajo Nation, published in 2020, establishes the goal of using 

the Tronox settlement funds to carry out response actions at 55 abandoned mine sites on the 

Navajo Nation.  I understand that EPA has not yet carried out remedial response actions at any 

Tronox mine sites.  Although EPA plans to begin to carry out short-term removal activities at 33 

Tronox sites this year, I am concerned that it has taken EPA and its partner agencies nearly a 

decade since finalizing the Tronox settlement to carry out this work.  Given the needs of this 

underserved tribal community,  I respectfully request EPA staff provide an update on the EPA 

status of EPA response actions for abandoned uranium mine sites on the Navajo Nation. 

Specifically, I would hope to learn the answers to the following questions:  

  

 What is the timetable for completing the initial engineering evaluations, cost analyses, 

remedial planning activities, remedial investigations, and feasibility studies for all 55 

Tronox mine sites? What barriers exist to carrying out planning activities at these sites?  

 

 What is EPA’s timetable for issuing initial contracts for removal or remedial activities at 

the Tronox mine sites, and additional information on the barriers EPA faces in 



developing removal or remedial cleanup plans and opportunities to make the process 

more efficient?  

 

 How is funding from the Tronox settlement being used to carryout time critical response 

actions and short-term removal actions at uranium mine sites which pose an immediate 

risk to the health and safety of the nearby community?  

 

 What recent actions has EPW taken with respect to identifying new technologies, 

processes, and storage facilities which can expedite response actions at tribal mine sites?  

 

 How has feedback from tribal consultations and community engagement events informed 

the response actions selected by EPA for the Tronox sites?  

 

 How many additional abandoned mine sites on the Navajo Nation have identified 

potentially responsible parties (PRPs)? What is the status of developing response actions 

for those mine sites?  

  

The Tronox settlement barely scratches the surface of the work ahead for addressing over 

500 legacy mines on the Navajo Nation. That’s why I introduced the Hardrock Mine Cleanup 

Act, to require better EPA coordination on hardrock mine cleanups, especially in tribal 

communities, and to provide an additional $100 million in federal funds to being planning work 

for response actions at all abandoned uranium mine sites on the Navajo Nation, and begin 

carrying out time critical response actions  I urge you to prioritize EPA’s coordination with the 

Department of Justice to seek enforcement action on other parties that are responsible for the 

cleanup of those mines. Thank you for your attention to this request.  

  

      

Sincerely,  

     A  
Mark Kelly     

United States Senator 

 

CC:  

Jane Nashida, EPA Assistant Administrator for the Office of International and Tribal Affairs 

Barry Breen, EPA Acting Assistant Administrator for the Office of Land and Emergency 

Management 

Martha Guzman, EPA Regional Administrator, Region 9 



   
 

   
 

 
 

 

February 15, 2023 

 

The Honorable Michael Regan 

Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20460 

 

Dear Administrator Regan: 

 

We write to express our support for the City of Tucson’s request of $4,000,000 for an Organic 

Waste and Recycling Drop-off Program (Project) through the U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency’s (EPA) Solid Waste Infrastructure for Recycling (SWIFR) Grant program.  

 

The City of Tucson seeks grant funds to develop seven collection sites for organics, single-stream 

recycling, and non-recyclable plastic. The collection sites will be in each of the six City Wards 

and at the City’s Los Reales Sustainability Campus (LRSC). Tucson currently has a four percent 

diversion rate of organics and recyclables. The collection sites will provide equitable access to 

organic waste and recycling infrastructure to all City residents, including Environmental Justice 

(EJ) communities that have not historically had access to such programs in Tucson.  

 

The collection sites not only will increase recycling rates and provide recycling access to 

underserved communities, but they will also increase convenience for current users of Tucson’s 

curbside recycling collection. The City expects the collection sites will be used by over 22,000 

households, or 10 percent of the City’s population. The anticipated outputs of the collection sites 

include organic waste, including food and yard waste, that will be transported to the LRSC and 

composted. The finished compost will be made available at no cost to the public. The Project will 

benefit from real-time evaluation and tracking to calibrate the collection site hours and estimate 

how much compost is generated from organic material at the collection sites.  

 

Finally, the City of Tucson is committed to the project and will provide in-kind contributions 

including using City-owned properties to host the drop-off sites, staffing and equipment for green 

waste collection and labor associated with composting the material at the LRSC. Tucson has a 

strong record of success managing grants and leveraging federal funds. For instance, the City has 

successfully managed EPA Brownfields and Department of Transportation federal highway and 

transit grants.  

 

  



   
 

   
 

Tucson’s Organic Waste and Recycling Drop-Off Program proposal brings tremendous value to 

the community. In accordance with all existing agency rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, 

we respectfully ask that you give this proposal full and fair consideration as you make this 

important funding decision.   

 

Sincerely, 

                                                                                 

 

 

 

 

 

Kyrsten Sinema       Mark Kelly 
United States Senator    United States Senator  



 

February 17, 2023 

The Honorable Michael S. Regan  

Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20460 

 

Dear Administrator Regan: 

We write regarding the City of Glendale’s application for the Solid Waste Infrastructure for 

Recycling Grant Program (SWIFR). Federal support would allow the City of Glendale to fund its 

Blue Barrel Program, which would replace all residential recycling containers and transform its 

post-consumer materials management infrastructure by improving the curbside collection 

program.   

The City of Glendale currently uses sage green recycling containers city-wide. In low light it is 

hard to discern the sage green from the light beige used for non-organic or recyclable waste, 

which contributes to contamination of recycled materials. The City executed a pilot program 

where blue containers were used in place of the sage green container. Contamination in the blue 

containers decreased by an average of 14 percent and participation in the pilot areas increased 

significantly. These statistics were often higher in disadvantaged communities. The pilot 

program demonstrated a significant and measurable increase in the diversion of recyclables, 

improvements to the recycle rate, and an improved quality of materials collected. Transitioning 

to the blue containers that are commonly associated with recycling will break communication 

barriers and improve the City-wide recycle stream, reducing contamination.  

Glendale’s Blue Barrel Program proposal will have a measurable increase in the diversion, 

recycling rate, and quality of materials, bring tremendous value to the community. In accordance 

with all existing agency rules, regulations, and ethical guidelines, we respectfully ask that you 

give this proposal full and fair consideration as you make this important funding decision. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Mark Kelly      Kyrsten Sinema  

United States Senator     United States Senator  

 

 

 

                                                                               

 



 

 

 

March 10, 2023 

 

 

The Honorable Michael Regan   The Honorable Michael Connor 

Administrator      Assistant Secretary (Civil Works) 

Environmental Protection Agency   U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Washington, D.C. 20460    Washington, D.C. 20310 

 

 

Dear Administrator Regan and Secretary Connor, 

 

We write regarding the final rule published by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and 

the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on January 18, 2023 to revise the definition of 

Waters of the United States for the purpose of identifying the bodies of water subject to water 

quality protections established under the Clean Water Act. While we appreciate the work done 

by USACE and EPA to establish a durable definition for Waters of the United States (WOTUS), 

we remain concerned that if improperly implemented, this revised definition could create 

significant uncertainty for regulated parties in Arizona or fail to account for Arizona’s unique 

hydrological conditions. 

 

As you know, Arizona, and the entire desert southwest, has an arid climate which creates unique 

water supply and water quality challenges. Our region is in the midst of a decades-long drought, 

and ongoing shortages along the Colorado River have already led to water delivery cuts for some 

Arizona water users, with further reductions possible. Given these water scarcity challenges, 

Arizonans understand how critical it is to protect the water quality of our scarce sources of 

drinking water, which protections from the Clean Water Act help to enable. 

 

At the same time, Arizona’s arid and drought-prone climate means the vast majority of identified 

waterways are intermittent or ephemeral. In fact, the U.S. Geological Survey reports that of the 

432,728 miles of waterways in Arizona, 98 percent are intermittent or ephemeral. While some of 

these waterways undoubtedly have an impact on the downstream water quality, many do not.  

 

This makes the definition of what constitutes a Water of the United States incredibly important 

to Arizona. Defined too narrowly, critical sources of drinking water for Arizona could be left 

unprotected. But defined too broadly, hundreds of thousands of dry riverbeds, washes, arroyos, 

and ditches are subjected to strict federal regulations, despite never carrying water into a 

navigable waterway or source of drinking water.  

 

We appreciate that the process undertaken by USACE and EPA over the past two years has 

sought to understand the geographic differences with regard to water resources that are 



characteristic to different regions, as a means to inform the ongoing implementation of WOTUS. 

In particular, we appreciate that the agencies held a regional roundtable with a diverse range of 

stakeholders from Arizona and New Mexico, which was hosted by the Arizona Farm Bureau.  

 

We recognize the efforts undertaken by the agencies to establish a durable definition of WOTUS 

in the final rule published in January 2023. While the rule is an improvement over prior WOTUS 

rulemakings conducted in 2015 and 2020, we note that this latest WOTUS definition continues 

to rely on the “relatively permanent” standard and the “significant nexus” standard for 

determining whether creeks, streams, rivers, lakes, ponds, ditches, impoundments, and adjacent 

wetlands are subject to Clean Water Act regulations. These standards, which have been utilized 

dating back to the 2006 Rapanos v. United States case before the Supreme Court, have 

unfortunately too often been applied broadly by USACE and EPA when making regulatory 

determinations. This has the unfortunate consequence of subjecting ephemeral and intermittent 

waterways in Arizona to the same regulatory standards of waterways in other parts of the country 

that have significantly different hydrological conditions. 

 

If these standards are applied in a similarly broad manner as the agencies begin to implement this 

new WOTUS rule, we are concerned that Arizona communities, farms, and small businesses will 

be subject to new and costly regulatory burdens, without seeing a material water quality benefit 

to our precious sources of drinking water. 

 

Therefore, we strongly encourage EPA and USACE to develop clear, consistent, and regionally-

specific implementation guidance, based on the best available science and accounting for the 

geographic differences of water resources which are unique to different regions. We also ask that 

you respond, in writing, to the following questions: 

1. What actions have been taken or will be taken as this new WOTUS rule is implemented 

to establish clear responsibilities, and ensure coordination between EPA regional offices 

and USACE regional offices on issues related to WOTUS? How will both USACE and 

EPA work with the U.S. Department of Agriculture on WOTUS issues? 

2. We understand that EPA and USACE plan to develop a jurisdictional determination form 

and instructional guidebook to ensure consistent implementation of the WOTUS final 

rule.  

a. Have these resources already been developed and shared with regional offices? If 

not, what is the timeline for developing and deploying these resources? 

b. What control mechanisms are being established at EPA and USACE headquarters 

to ensure regional offices are utilizing these new resources appropriately, and 

applying consistent jurisdictional determinations across the country? 

c. To what extent do the jurisdictional determinations form and guidebook rely upon 

repeatable, objective scientific models? Does EPA intend to use previously 

developed evaluation frameworks, like the beta Streamflow Duration Assessment 

Method for the Arid West (released in 2021), in making jurisdictional 

determinations? 



3. What efforts will the agencies undertake to ensure that outside stakeholders, like 

landowners, local communities, or farmers can understand, without undergoing a formal 

process associated with acquiring a 401 or 404 permit, whether an ephemeral or 

intermittent waterway would be regulated under the new definition of WOTUS? 

4. Water flow modelling and pollution transport modelling tools have advanced 

significantly since the mid-2000s, and can provide a much clearer picture of whether a 

tributary is hydrologically connected to downstream, regulated bodies of water. How are 

the agencies planning to leverage new and more accurate models when making 

jurisdictional determinations on the regional level?  

5. Arizona is home to 22 Tribal Nations. What steps will the agencies take to prioritize 

tribal consultation and tribal requests in making jurisdictional determinations?  

6. How will the agencies define “prior converted cropland” for the purposes of determining 

exclusions from the WOTUS definition? And what resources will the agencies make 

available to farmers to confirm cropland meets the WOTUS exclusion?  

 

We look forward to receiving your response, and appreciate your continued collaboration as we 

work to ensure federal resources are appropriately used to protect public health and our precious 

sources of drinking water. 

 

Sincerely, 

   

 

 

 

 

Mark Kelly      Kyrsten Sinema 

United States Senator     United States Senator 



 
 

 
March 27, 2023 

 
 

 
 
 
The Honorable Mark Kelly 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
 
Dear Senator Kelly: 
 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Superfund program is proposing to add the 
Lukachukai Mountains Mining District site, located in Cove, Navajo Nation, Arizona, to the 
National Priorities List (NPL) by rulemaking. The EPA received a letter from the Navajo Nation 
supporting the listing of this site on the NPL. Listing on the NPL provides eligibility for federal 
cleanup funding for the nation’s highest priority contaminated sites. 
 
Because this site is located within your state, I am providing information to help in answering 
questions you may receive from your constituents. The information includes a brief description 
of the site and a general description of the NPL listing process. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Raquel Snyder, in the 
EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-9586. We expect 
the rule to be published in the Federal Register in the next several days. 
 

Sincerely, 

 
      Barry N. Breen 
      Acting Assistant Administrator 
 
 
Enclosures 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



              
     
 

   

 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

OLEM/OSRTI 
Washington, DC 20460 

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (NPL) 
***Proposed NPL Site***  
 

March 2023  

LUKACHUKAI MOUNTAINS  Cove,  Navajo Nation,  Arizona  
MINING DISTRICT  Apache  County  

 Site Location:  
The Lukachukai Mountains Mining  District (LMMD) site is located in the Cove, Lukachukai, and Round Rock Chapters of 
the Navajo Nation in Apache County in northeast Arizona. The Lukachukai Mountains comprise the northern portion of the  
Chuska Mountain Range. 
  
 Site History:  
The LMMD  is comprised of contamination associated with post-World War II and Cold War uranium and vanadium mining 
in the  Lukachukai  Mountains  conducted by a  series  of mining companies  under numerous  mine  claims  and leases  between 
1949 and 1968. Ore-bearing  rock in the Morrison Formation was mined throughout the mining district for uranium and
vanadium. Ore was mined using both surface and underground extraction processes, resulting in waste overburden, protore, 
and other contaminated material. More than 800,000 cubic yards of mine waste remains in mine  piles scattered at and
downgradient of mining impacted areas throughout the LMMD.  
    
 Site Contamination/Contaminants:  
Waste piles and other areas of contamination are situated on finger-like mesas in the Lukachukai Mountains and in the Cove  
community which have  impacted downgradient  surface  water bodies with elevated gamma radiation levels, uranium,
radium, and other mining byproduct contaminants such as lead and arsenic.  
 
 Potential Impacts on Surrounding Community/Environment:  
The Lukachukai Mountains are a uniquely situated ecological oasis on the Navajo Nation used by Navajo People from
across the Navajo Nation for ceremonial and medicinal plant gathering, hunting, and livestock grazing. It also provides
habitat for several sensitive species, including the  federally threatened Mexican spotted owl and other Navajo designated
endangered and threatened species. The  Lukachukai Mountains contain many cultural resource  areas  sacred to  the  Navajo
People. Intermittent streams draining the Lukachukai Mountains, particularly the Cove Wash watershed, are extensively
contaminated by eroded waste from the mines. Wetlands support unique  biological communities in isolated pockets within
the Lukachukai Mountains and in waterways downstream. The Cove community has a year-round residential population of 
approximately 200 and over 40 children who attend the Cove Day School located adjacent to a former ore transfer station.  

 
 Response Activities (to date):  
The EPA, in coordination with the Navajo Nation Environmental Protection Agency (NNEPA), has undertaken removal site  
assessments  at many of the mine waste piles to evaluate the extent of contamination. Using EPA’s  removal authority under  
CERCLA, engineering evaluation and cost analysis (EE/CA) reports are under development to identify and compare cleanup  
alternatives for some of the mine waste piles. 
 
 Need for NPL Listing:  
The complexity of the geology, hydrology, and terrain and comingled contamination in the Lukachukai Mountains presents  
uniquely challenging cleanup considerations to address the contamination. Other federal and state cleanup programs were
evaluated but are  not viable at this time.  The EPA  received a letter of support for listing the site on the  NPL from the Navajo 
Nation.  

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

[The description of  the  site (release) i s based on information available  at the time the site was evaluated with the  HRS. The description  may  
change as  additional information is  gathered on the sources  and extent of contamination. See  56 FR 5600, February  11,  1991,  or subsequent  
FR notices.]  
 
For more information about  the  hazardous substances identified  in this narrative  summary, including general  information regarding the  effects of exposure to 
these substances on human health, please see the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) ToxFAQs.  ATSDR ToxFAQs  can be found on 
the Internet  at https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxfaqs/index.asp or by telephone  at 1-800-CDC-INFO or 1-800-232-4636.  

https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxfaqs/index.asp
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxfaqs/index.asp


 OLEM/OSRTI 
Site Assessment and Remedy Decisions Branch 

  Washington, DC 20460 

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (NPL) 
 
 
 
WHAT IS THE NPL? 
 
The National Priorities List (NPL) is a list of national priorities among the known or threatened releases of hazardous 
substances throughout the United States. The list serves as an information and management tool for the Superfund 
cleanup process as required under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA). The NPL is intended primarily to guide EPA in determining which sites warrant further investigation to 
assess the nature and extent of public health and environmental risks associated with a release of hazardous 
substances.  
 
There are three ways a site is eligible for the NPL: 

 
1. Scores at least 28.50:  

A site may be included on the NPL if it scores sufficiently high on the Hazard Ranking System (HRS), 
which EPA published as Appendix A of the National Contingency Plan. The HRS is a mathematical 
formula that serves as a screening device to evaluate a site’s relative threat to human health or the 
environment. As a matter of Agency policy, those sites that score 28.50 or greater on the HRS are eligible 
for inclusion on the NPL. This is the most common way a site becomes eligible for the NPL. 

 
2. State Pick:  

Each state and territory may designate one top-priority site regardless of score. 
 

3. ATSDR Health Advisory:  
Certain other sites may be listed regardless of their HRS score, if all of the following conditions are met:  
 

a. The Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) of the U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services has issued a health advisory that recommends removing people from the site;  

b. EPA determines that the release poses a significant threat to public health; and 
c. EPA anticipates it will be more cost-effective to use its remedial authority than to use its emergency 

removal authority to respond to the site. 
 
Sites are first proposed for addition to the NPL in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments for 60 
days, responds to the comments, and places those sites on the NPL that continue to meet the requirements for listing. 
To submit comments, visit www.regulations.gov. 
 
Placing a site on the NPL does not assign liability to any party or to the owner of any specific property; nor does it 
mean that any remedial or removal action will necessarily be taken. 
 
For more information, please visit www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/. 
 

http://www.regulations.gov/
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/npl/
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